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however/ we have any doubt about validity of the factual
perception, we must establish it by other external condi-
tions, such as the corroborating testimony of different
persons. Thus, it follows that to know the validity of
knowledge by external grounds, it is not necessary to know
the vaiidity of those grounds so long as they stand un-
doubted and uncontradicted (samasyabhava). If any one
still doubts that the validating ground may itself be valid or
not, then Wc^ have an unmeaning motiveless doubt which
has no place in logic.81

Lastly, the Nyaya discusses the sceptical contention
that there cannot be any valid knowledge. By valid know-
ledge Is meant such knowledge of objects as is due to some
method of knowledge (pramana). But how is knowledge
related to its object in the order of time ? Does it precede
or succeed or synchronize with the existence of its object
(prameya) 7 Knowledge cannot be said to precede its
object, since no knowledge appears except as the knowledge
of some object. Nor can we say that knowledge succeeds
or follows i'<? object to us in so far as it is known. There
can be no object which is not the object of some know-
ledge Without knowledge there is no object. If a thing
can be an object independently of knowledge, there is
no need of a method of knowledge for it. Nor again
can we say that knowledge and the object of know-
ledge co-exist in time  If that were so, all objects of
the worfd will be known at the same time, and there can be
no desire to increase our knowledge of things. Further,
this will contradict the Nyaya view of the serial order of
cognitions, from which the existence of manas or the inter-
nal sense is inferred. Hence, it follows that there can be
neither knowledge nor a method of knowledge (pra-
mana)/^

This is the sceptical objection against the possibility
of knowledge as such. It denies the possibility of knowledge
on the ground that the reference of knowledge to its object
is inexplicable in the order of time. To this we may, of
course, say with green that, even if knowledge be taken
as an event in time Its rftfftr^nfsa 1/1 +ho /^h;^4 ^ -;^^i---.